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DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

1 . The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) 
because they include the following reference character(s) not mentioned in the 
description: J and J', in Figure 1 1 are not in the specification. 

2. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(4) 
because reference character "G" has been used to designate both the partial surface 
and the outer sides. 

3. The drawings are objected to because: 

• Figure 4: having reference E makes the drawing less clear, since E is the folded 
shape of Figure 5 

• Figure 6: one of the fold direction arrows should be dotted 

• Figure 7: the line between F' and G should be dotted 

• Figures 1 1 and 12: are unclear in that they do not clearly show the details of the 
claimed invention 

4. Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121 (d), or amendment to 
the specification to add the reference character(s) in the description in compliance with 
37 CFR 1.121 (b) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the 
application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures 
appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being 
amended. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an application must be 
labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 
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CFR 1.121(cl). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be 
notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The 
objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 



Specification 

5. Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the 
disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single 
paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 1 50 words. It is important that 
the abstract not exceed 150 words in length since the space provided for the abstract 
on the computer tape used by the printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology 
often used in patent claims, such as "means" and "said," should be avoided. The 
abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether 
there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information 
given in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The 
disclosure concerns," "The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure 
describes," etc. 

6. In the current abstract applicant uses the phrase "by means of in line 5 and the 
phrase "with means for" in line 10. 

7. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because the abstract is also unclear 
because it sets out the invention as a disposable handkerchief-bag, but then discusses 
a folding system with an opening. It is unclear how a folding system can have an 
opening. It is Examiner's belief that the bag has the opening and not the folding 



system. Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/541 ,335 Page 4 

Art Unit: 4159 

8. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: Page 4, 
Line 21 : "... to be folded after surface G along axis 7..." is unclear. 
Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Objections 

9. Claims 7 and 8 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

• In re Claim 7, Line 2: "... inner means contain..." should be "...inner closure 
means..." 

• In re Claim 8, Line 2: "... inner means contain..." should be "...inner closure 
means..." 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 0. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification sliall conclude witli one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

1 1 . Claims 1-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

12. In re Claims 1-11, the claims are drawn to a disposable handkerchief-bag device, 
the use of the word device makes the claim unclear. Further it is unclear whether 
applicant is claiming the handkerchief-bag or the method of making the handkerchief- 
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bag. For purposes of examination, since claims dependent claims 2-1 1 do not include 
method steps, it is being taken as claiming the handkerchief-bag. 

13. Claim 11 recites the limitation "filtering material" in Claim 1. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For the purpose of examination this 
Claim is being treated as only absorbent material. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

14. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

15. Claims 1-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by US 
2,055,559 (Roet). 

16. In re Claim 1, in accordance with MPEP 21 13, the method of forming the 
device is not germane to the issue of patentability of the device itself. 
Therefore, the process limitations of Claim 1, Lines 5-17 have not been given 
patentable weight. Please note that even though product-by-process claims 
are limited by and defined by the process, determination of patentability is 
based on the product itself. The patentability of a product, i.e disposable 
handkerchief device, does not depend on its method of production, i.e. the 
folding steps discussed in Claim 1, Lines 5-17. In re Thorpe, 227 USPQ 964, 
966 (Federal Circuit 1985). As such Roet teaches a handkerchief-bag: 
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• Acquires a regular sliaped surface by means of an unfolding motion (Column 2, 
12-17, it is inherent that if the bag is made by folding up a sheet of material, then 
it will have a regular shaped surface by means of unfolding), 

• made of a flexible and absorbent material (Column 2, Lines 39-43), 

• formed from two square sheets of said material arranged such that their vertexes 
coincide (Column 3, Lines 66-68, it is inherent that a square is a rectangle, and 
further more that the invention suggests other shapes can be used). 

1 7. In re Claim 2, Roet further teaches a handkerchief-bag comprising a planar and 
regular shape when not in use (Column 3, Lines 19-21). 

18. In re Claim 3, Roet further teaches a handkerchief-bag comprising: 

• A planar and regular shape when not in use (See Claim 2 above), and 

• an open side enabling its opening and bag formation (Figure 1 , the side (6,6) has 
an aperture therethrough. Column 3, Lines 1-3). 

19. In re Claim 4, Roet further teaches a handkerchief-bag comprising: 

• A planar and regular shape when not in use (See Claim 2 above), and 

• at least two closed sides (Figure 2b, Sides 1 and 1 are both closed) forming the 
outer wall and inner wall of the bag (Sides 1 and 1 form both an inside and 
outside wall of the bag). 

20. In re Claim 5, Roet further teaches a handkerchief-bag further comprising an 
inner closure means (Figure 1 , Flaps 9 and 9 are capable of closing the bag). 

21 . In re Claim 6, Roet further teaches a handkerchief-bag further comprising outer 
grip means (Figure 2b, a user is capable of gripping flaps 3 and 3). 
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22. In re Claim 7, Roet further teaches a handkerchief-bag wherein the inner closure 
means comprise two tabs on the inner sides of the walls of the bag (Flaps 9 and 9 are 
located on the inner sides of the walls and are fixedly attached on one end, the other 
ends being free). 

23. In re Claim 8, Roet further teaches a handkerchief-bag wherein the inner closure 
means contain an area for self-adhesive or for any other conventional closure possibility 
(The flaps 9 and 9 are capable of having self-adhesive or any other conventional 
closure possibility being placed there on). 

24. In re Claim 9, Roet further teaches a handkerchief-bag wherein the outer grips 
means are located along the two opposite closed sides, and allow introduction of two or 
more fingers for secure grip (The two extensions 3 and 3 are located along the two 
opposite closed sides 1 and 1 , and allow for introduction of any number of fingers). 

25. In re Claim 10, is a product-by-process claim and fails to further limit the structure 
of the handkerchief-bag of claim 1 . 

26. In re Claim 1 1 , Roet further teaches a handkerchief-bag wherein the flexible, 
absorbent material is chosen from any cellulose material, such as paper, plastic or the 
like (Column 3, Lines 22-25). 

Conclusion 

27. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. US 1,124,925 (Low) teaches a container folded from a square 
sheet, which includes two closure tabs and two handles. US 3,878,638 (Benjamin) 
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teaches a folding construction game in wlnich a slieet of material can be folded into a 
receptacle. US 2003/0023218 (Abenia) teaches a disposable handkerchief with a 
pocket form by connecting three of the four edges. 

28. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matt Benvenuti whose telephone number is (571)270- 
5704. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday: 8am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, George Nguyen can be reached on 571-272-4491 . The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

MB 

/George Nguyen/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 4159 



